Mon 10 May 2004 03:45:03 PM EDT P. 1

Masi Denison
P.0O. B
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May 10, 2004 RECEQ\J’ED

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission JUuL -2 2004

445 12th Street SW .

washington, 0C 20554 Fadaral Communications Commission
Dffice of the Seeretary

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
regquired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llengstanding jaws already
require Internet Service Proyiders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
paowers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement toc look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces 1ike phone <ompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a macter key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague goavernment agents to ac¢cess our perscnal communicatians. pact
efforts to provide rhis sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shouid have buyjlt—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts cn this matter.

Sincerely,

Masi Denisaon
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Marilyn Wright

8 Saint lukes Place
Cambridge, NY 12816
May 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell FqEE(:EEEXfEE[)

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW _
washington, DC 20554 JUL - 2 2004

i Foderal Cominunications Commission
FeC Chatrman Powell: Office of the Seeretary

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services hbe
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do hot believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws aiready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by frying to force the industry to actually huild its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring atl
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to losk through.

I am very concerned that this reqguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliherations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources iike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to aur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lopk forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Wright
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Adarcn Brandt
427 33rd. Ave. N. Apt. 204
St. Cloud, Minnesota 56303

May 10, 2004 | RECE#VED

FCC Chairman Michael Powell JUL -9 20
Federal Communicatinns Commission 04

445 12th Street SW Fede"a'CommumcaefunsCQ -
Washingtonr, DC 20554 OﬁEEOfmeSememgynmwon

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have huilt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lleongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
agovernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring al}l
new homes be bhuilt with = peephole for law enforcement to Took through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the EBI ¢an callect information between saurces like phone companies and data
cources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoar access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Aaran M. Brandt
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paul Damian
1349 West Thorndale
chicago, IL BO6EY

May 10, 2004 RECEH‘!ED

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

fFederal Communications Commission JUL = 2 2004

445 12th Street SW .

Wwashington, DC 20554 Faderal Cominunicaiions Commission
Oftice of the Secretary

FCC Chairman Powell:

45 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatien services be
required tc have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do nat believe this reguirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephaone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far heyaond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually bhuild its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect informatian between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reaquiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potentia) for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdoor access have noet been successfui and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerpus suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

paul Damian
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Mark Williams
208 Country Club Hgts
Butler, PA 16002

RECEIVED

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell JUL — 2 2004
Federal Communicatiaons Commissian

445 12th Street SW Federal Cominunications Commission
Washington, DC 20554 Office of the Secretary

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping sccess.

I do not beliave this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI te canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end—run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up baoundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources }ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eVEh rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangergus suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that opur new Internet communication technologiés should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look faorward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mark Williams
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amy Frieden
138 King Street
Morgantown, Wy 26301

May 7, 2004 REC
FCC chairman Michael Powell EIVED
Federal Cammunications Cammission JLI
445 12th Street SW "‘2
washington, DC 20554 Fb&“aggmmnmkaf 2804
ica OS Coprery
FCC Chairman Powell: OfmﬂSawEméTWmah”

As a concerned individeal, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services te
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to togk through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
fongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process tc alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal cammunications, the
government i1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eveh rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communicatians, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity fer hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tystice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

amy frieden
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Amanda Larkin
1823 Winchester Trail
Atlanta, GA& 30341

May 7. 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement js necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry tc actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to lpok through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between scurces like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e~-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the leaislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have hat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Ance again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatien technologies should have built-—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Amanda Larkin
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Alex A, Karaczun
8 Chamberlain Ln.
Whiting, Me. 04631

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBYI tuo canduct surveillance., The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the eguivalent of the government requiring ali
new homes be built with a peephoie for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect infaormation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like s—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
wayld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdear access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Alex A_Karaczun
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Cratg Williams
240 Ronglyn Ave
Idaho Falls, ID 83404

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissign
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping acgess.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lonastanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the eguivalent of the government reduiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lsok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between socurces Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-maii. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications, Past
eFforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangarous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matfer.

Sincerely,

Craig Williams
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dmanda Greenwood
205 County Road 2446
Saltillo, MS 3B8E66

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Ihternet <ommunication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not beiieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
regquire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can caollect information between scurces like phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring & master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access gur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppeose the dangercous suggestion of the Oepartment of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Amanda Greenwood
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Jon Brown
582 E. Rambo Rd
Rock Hil1l, SC 29732

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Caommissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

&s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Intermet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
tequite Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillanca. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. It $s the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enfarcement Lo look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the ¥BI can collect information between saurces Tike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key ta sur personal communications, the
government Ts creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access pur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once asaip, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts an this matter.

Regards,

Jon Brawn
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Michael Merenda
15 East Haley H325
Santa Barbara, California 393101

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Straeet SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition tec the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to laok threugh,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Coengress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tao our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
Byen rogue qovernment agents to access ouyr persocnal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
enly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatian technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Micheal Merenda
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Michael Merenda
15 East Haley #325
Santa Barbara, California 93101

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is gaing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the dovernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infaormaticn hetweern sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugdestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technelogies should have huilt-in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Micheal Merenda
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Mark Kaprow
2201 Eaglesham Ct,
Clney, MD 20832

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a <oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet teiephone companies to allaow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
fiew homes be built with a peephole for Jaw enfarcement to losk through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to proyide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge vou toc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mark Kaprow
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nimah ibrahim
3704 vanhorn rod aptd
Trenton, mi 48183

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cencerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to cenduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort af hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tp oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

nimah
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CHARLES H. BRICGS III
19 WEST GLEN STREET
HOLYOKE, MA. 01040

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition toc the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
regquire Internet Service Providers anhd Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying ta force the fndustry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping., It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can caollect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

CHARLES H. BRICGS ITI
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brian fritchlee
po box 14091
celumbus, aoh 43214

May 7., 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pewell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon. DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very cancerned tha%t this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliterations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources }ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading aof the law
woulid bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort af backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

brian fritchlee
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Steven € Johnsan
4252 Hammock Dr S
Colorado Springs, Celorado 80917

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatians Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20354

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing L2 express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to lock through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arogund
Congress. tawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources }ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatfons. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shauld have built-in
wiretapping. :

I look forward to hearina your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Steven ¢ Tohnson



Fri 07 May 2004 0B:48:58 PM EDT F. 4

Lisa Ryan
82 Lincoln Oaks Dr. #80D4
Willowbrook, IL &0527

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned ihndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
nowers by trying to force the industry to actuaily build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and espansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to pur personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real paotential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Oonce again, I urge you to appose the dancerous suggestion of the Department of
JTustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lisa Ryan



Thu 0 May 2004 D4:44:33 PM EDT P. 1

Mike Stollenwerk
5573 JTowett Ct.
dlexandria, YA 22315

May B, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my ocppasition to the
Department of Justice s request that al} new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I deo not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding jaws already
require Internet Service Providers znd Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tc cenduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers hy trying to forece the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the cquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone <ompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real patential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur persornal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich epportunity fnr hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the‘dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Stollenwerk



Thu DE May 2004 04:44:33 PM EDT P. 2

Mike Stollenwerk
77 Rockford Rd.
Mountville, VA 17554

May 6, 2004

FCC Chairman Michaei Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have buiit—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. tLongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually builc its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the aguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue governpment agents to access ocur personal communications, Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have neot been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Stollenwerk



Thu 06 May 2004 04:44:33 PM EDT P. 3

Joshua Sewel]
1210 Paqguin St
cojumbia, MO 65201

May B, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20334

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned itndividual, I am writing to express my opposition toc the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers hy trying ta farce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be buiit with a peephole for law enfercement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources 1ike phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

T understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich cpportunity for hackers.

ance again, I urge you to oppose the Jangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Joshua Sewel]



Thu BB May 2004 04:44:33 PM EDT P, 4

Anirvan Chatterjee
2741 College Ave. #2
Berkeley, CA 94705

May &, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chaijrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. itongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the enuivalent of the gavernment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole For law enforcement to look through.

I am very c¢oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run arocund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phene companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading aof the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to aur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
evenh rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the cangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Anirvan Chatterjee



Tue 04 May 2004 11:39:45 AM EDT P. 1

Laura Janes
693 Village Creek Drive
Litburn, Ga 30047

May 4, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement tae look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike pheone <ompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the law
would bhypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gevernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Gnce agajin, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Laura A. Tanes



wed 05 May 2004 07:12:08 AM EDT P. 1

ANN SCHAFER
41 FAIRVIEW AVE
PIEDMONT, CA 94810

May 4, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae! Powell
Federal Communications Commission
449 12th Street SW

Washington. DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyend these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement te laok thraugh.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatiens, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Jegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
EVEN rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiens. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to gppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet cammunication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ann Schafer



Tue D4 May 2004 05:23:51 AM EDT P. 1

jason kar]
3885 5 mile rd
allegany, ny 14708

May 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that &)1 new Internet communication services be
required to have byilt-in wiretapping access.

I do nat believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring alil
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an coilect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves  or
even rogue government agents tn access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yvour thoughts on this matter.

Gratefully, and my hest wishes,

Tasan Karl



Tue 04 May 2004 05:23:51 AM EDT P. 2

Jaime Ortega
20024 Cuadalupe #483
Austin, TX 78705

May 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of TJustice s reguest that ail new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to ailow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping, It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coilect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
eveh rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only <reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jaime Ortega



Fri 07 May 2004 C8:48:38 PM EDT P. 4

Lisa Ryan
82 Lincoeln Oaks Dr. #804
Willowbrook, TL 60527

May 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

s a concerned individual, I am writing tc express my opposition to the
bepartment of Justice s reguest that al)l new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct suryeillance. The FBI is going far bayond these sxisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Jegislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to cur personal communicatiens, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents ta access our personal commihications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lisa Ryan



